SUPREME COURT OF ARI ZONA

RENZ JENNI NGS, Comm ssi oner,
Ari zona Corporation Comm ssion,

Suprene Court
No. CV-98-0586- SA

Petiti oner,
V.

J. GRANT WOODS, Attorney General,
State of Arizona,
Respondent . ORDER

TONY WEST, Arizona Corporation
Comm ssi oner El ect,

Real Party in Interest.
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Jennings’ notion for reconsideration has been considered by
the court, en banc. He seeks to remain in office until the year
2000 under the hol d-over provision of the state constitution.

Jenni ngs faces a constitutional barrier which his notion fully
i gnores. In 1992, by initiative neasure, the people adopted
article XV, section 1(A) of the state constitution, an explicit
mandate inposing term limts specifically on corporation
commi ssioners: “No nmenber of the Corporation Comm ssion shall hold
that office for nore than one consecutive term” Because Jenni ngs
is termlimted, we stated that his “service in office is
tenporary,” being “limted to the tinme it takes to appoint a
qual i fied successor.” To do otherw se would violate the spirit, if

not the letter, of constitutional termlimts.



The hol d-over and termlimts provisions of the constitution,
read in pari materia, lead to a balanced result, reinstating
Jennings, but only for as long as it takes the governor to appoint
a replacenent. To grant a hold-over period for the extended term
Jenni ngs seeks would lead, in effect, to conferral of a second
consecutive term a result not permtted by the constitution and
not contenpl ated by the court’s opinion. Jennings’ reinstatenent is
t enporary.

ORDERED, the notion for reconsideration is DEN ED.

DATED this day of June, 1999.

Thomas A. Zl aket, Chief Justice

TO

Ant hony B. Ching, Esq.

Janet Napolitano, Attorney General
Attn: Thomas |I. Mcdory, Esgq. and Thomas J. Dennis, Esqg.

Thomas K. Irvine, Esg. and Ellen M Van R per, Esq., Newmark
I rvine, PA

Steven M Wieeler, Esgq., Martha E. G bbs, Esq. and Jeffrey G
@ul dner, Esq., Snell & WI ner
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